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the existence of corporeal things was demonstrated. But in this
passage I only explained that no such reality was found in them
as to make us conclude, from the fact that nothing exists in the
effect which has not formally or eminently pre-existed in the cause,
that they cannot have originated solely from the mind; and this
contention you do not attack at all.

7.    In this passage you have nothing to say which you Imve not
mentioned already and which has not been refuted by me.    I shall
make one observation about the idea of the infinite, which, you
say, cannot be true, unless I comprehend the infinite; your opinion
is that at most I could be said to know part of the-infinite, but
indeed a very small part of it, which bears no more proportion to
the infinite than the representation of a tiny hair does to the entirety
of the man to ivhom the Jiair belongs^.   I announce, I say, that it is a
manifest contradiction that, when I comprehend anything, that thing
should be infinite; for the idea of the infinite, in order to be true,
cannot by any means be comprehended, since this very incompre-
hensibility is comprised within the formal concept2 of the infinite.
Likewise it is none the less manifest that the idea we possess of the
infinite does not represent merely a part of it, but really the whole
infinite, in that fashion in which it has to be represented through the
instrumentality of a human idea, although doubtless another much
more perfect, i.e. more accurate and more distinct idea, can be
framed by God, or by any other intelligent nature more perfect
than a human being.    This is parallel to the case of one ignorant
of geometry who, we do not doubt, has the idea of a complete
triangle when he understands that it is a figure comprised within
three lines, although Geometricians can learn many other things
about the said triangle and discover them in its idea, of which the
beginner is unaware.    Thus, just as it suffices to understand a
figure bounded by three lines in order to have an idea of a complete
triangle, so also it is enough to understand a thing bounded by no
limits in order to have a true and complete idea of the whole of
infinity.

8.    Here you repeat the same error when you deny that we
can have a true idea of God.    For, although we are not aware of
everything which is in God, yet everything we do cognize in Him
is truly there.    The remarks you interpose here and there, such as,
that bread is not more perfect than him who desires it*; that though
I perceive something actually to exist in idea, that is no reason why

1 Cf. above, p. 166.              2 ratione.               3 Above, p. 167, ad init.